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difficult to see, however, to what point the strengthening of an
argument's weight by increasing the evidence ought to be pushed.
We may argue that, when our knowledge is slight but capable of
increase, the course of action, which will, relative to such know-
ledge, probably produce the greatest amount of good, will often
consist in the acquisition of more knowledge. But there clearly
comes a point when it is no longer worth while to spend trouble,
before acting, in the acquisition of further information, and there
is no evident principle by which to determine how far we ought
to carry our maxim of strengthening the weight of our argument.
A little reflection will probably convince the reader that this is
a very confusing problem.
8.  The fundamental distinction of this chapter may be briefly
repeated.   One argument has more weight than another if it is
based upon a greater amount of relevant evidence ; but it is not
always, or even generally, possible to say of two sets of proposi-
tions that one set embodies more evidence than the other.   It has
a greater probability than another if the balance in its favour,
of what evidence there is, is greater than the balance in favour
of the argument with which we compare it; but it is not always,
or even generally, possible to say that the balance in the one case
is greater than the balance in the other.   The weight, to speak
metaphorically, measures the sum of the favourable and unfavour-
able evidence, the probability measures the difference.
9.   The phenomenon of ' weight' can be described from the
point of view of other theories of probability than that which is
adopted here.   If we follow certain German logicians in regarding
probability as being based on the disjunctive judgment, we may
say that the weight is increased when the number of alternatives
is reduced, although the ratio of the number of favourable to
the number of unfavourable alternatives may not have been
disturbed;   or, to adopt the phraseology of another German
school, we may say that the weight of the probability is increased,
as the field of possibility is contracted.
The same distinction may be explained in the language of the
frequency theory.1 We should then say that the weight is in-
creased if we are able to employ as the class of reference a class
which is contained in the original class of reference.
10.  The subject of this chapter has not usually been discussed
i See Chap. VHL